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sane A new commandment I give unto you, That ye love one another, as I have loved you—JOHN xxiii. 34. 

: ee 


God Manifest in the Flesh. 


(Concluded from last number ) 


Believing, therefore, that we have 
stated the substance of about all the 
light which at present can be obtained 
on this subject, the reader is now left 
to make up his own judgment in the 
case. Dr. A. Clarke has a short note 
on the subject, but nothing very con- 
clusive; at least, nothing that can do 
away the testimony of Griesbach. 
To him, therefore, we must still ad- 
here, notwithstanding all the evidence 
which we have yet seen to the contra- 
ry: and this opinion is not a little 
strengthened by a passage in 1 John 
vy. 7,8. which is manifestly spurious ; 
and was evidently inserted for the 
same purpose. The words which are 
added are these—in Heaven, the La- 
ther, the Word, and the Holy Ghost; 
and these three are one. And there are 
three that bear witness on earth. ‘The 
text should read, Lor there are three 
who bear testimony, the spirit, and the 
water, and the blood; and these three 
agree in one. There is another pas- 
sage which has been altered, and ma- 
nifestly for the same purpose, Viz. 
Acts xx. 28, in which the word Sees, 
God, has been substituted for xvprec, 
Lord, which “ is supported by all the 
most ancient and valuable manuscripts, 
whether of the Alexandrian or the 
western edition, by the Coptic, Svraic, 
and other ancient versions, and by 
citations from the early ecclesiasti- 
cal writers. The expression, ‘ the 
blood of God,’ is not quoted by the 
earliest ecclesiastical writers, and is 
rejected with horror by Athanasius.” 
See Griesbach—also Improved Ver- 
sion, and note on the place. 

O 


RELIGION wants less said about the 
theory, and more done by the way of 





practice. 





Extracts from a letter written in the 
year 1730, by Nathaniel Lardner, 
D.D. Continued from page 74. 


“It has been thought by some, that 
Christ, or the Son, appeared to the Pa- 
triarchs, and was oftentimes sent upon 
messages to men by the Supreme Be- 
ing, before the times of the Gospel. 
But where is the proof of this? It was 
the opinion of some of the ancient 
writers of the Church, who hada philo- 
sophy that was a mixture of Pythago- 
rism and Platonism. Nevertheless, 
this supposition, that God had employ- 
ed the Son in former times, before the 
Gospel, is overthrown by the very first 
words of the Apostle in the epistle to 
tothe Hebrews. God, who, at sundry 
times, and in divers manners, spake in 
time past, unto the fathers by the Pro- 


phets, has in these last days spoken unto 


us by his Son. It is also inconsistent 
with the Apostle’s arguments to care 
and circumspection, stedfastness and 
perseverance which follow afterwards, 
Hebr. ii. 1. 2.3. Therefore we ought 
to give the more earnest heed to the 
things which we have heard. For if the 
word spoken by the angels was sted- 
fast, how shall we escape, if we neglect 
so great salvation, which at the first be- 
ganto be spoken by the Lord, and was 
confirmed unto us by them that heard 
him? See likewise ch. iii. 1. For this 
man was counted worthy of more hononr 
than Moses, ver. 6. But Christ, as a 
Son over his own house. 


“Still it may be said, that nothing 
but the pre-existence of the soul of 
Christ can suit those expressions of his 
being sent from God,and coming from 
God. 

‘To which I answer, that the ac- 
count here given by me is well suited 
to all such expressions in their utmost 
latitude, according to the style of Scrip- 
ture. For we may be all said to be sent 


by God into the world, without the 
supposition of a pre-existent soul. 
Especially are Prophets sent from God. 
But above all, Jesus is most properly 
the sent of God, as he had the highest 
and most important commission. 

St. John i. 6. There was a man sent 
from God, whose name was Fohn. Ne- 
vertheless none suppose that Yohn 
the Baptist came directly from heaven: 
but only, that he was inspired, and had 
a divine command to appear in the 
world, and bear witness concerning 
the Christ, who would come presently 
after him. 


‘“ And the commission which our 
Lord gave to his Apostles, is express- 
ed by himself after this manner, John 
xvH. 18. As thou hast sent me into the 
world, even so have I sent them into the 
world. And xx. 21. As my father 
has sent me, so send I you.. 

** But, as before said, Jesus is the 
sent of God, as he had the highest com- 
mission. John iii. 34. He whom God 
hath sent, speaketh the words of God, 
ch. iv. 34. Aly meat is to do the will 
of him that sent me. ch. v. 38. Ye 
have not his word abiding in you. For 
whom he has sent, ye believe not. See 
also ver. 23. 24. 30. 34. 36. And x. 
36. Say ye of him, whom the Father 
has sanctified, and sent into the world, 
Thou blasphemest, because I said, Iam 
the Son of God? And in the history of 
the cure of the blind man, recorded in 
the ix. chapter of the same Gospel, at 
ver. 7. And said unto hin: Go, wash 
in the pool of Siloam, which is by in- 
terpretation, Sent. Probably here is 
an allusion to our Lord’s character, as 
the sent of God. And there may be 
an intimation intended, that he is the 
Shiloh, spoken of in Gen. xlix. 10. 

“ There are some other texts need. 
ful to be taken notice of here. John 
xill. 3. Fesus knowing that he was 
come from God, and went to God. on, 





ame Des eFnrbe. xvl. 27. For the father 
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himself loveth you, because ye have lov-lart thou, Lord, he said: Iam Fesus of \And I say unto thee: Let my son go, that 
ed me,and have believed that I came Nazareth, when thou persecutes ‘tt. Acts|he may seeve me. Is. xlii. 6. Bring 


cut from God ; ots ey rapa Ts Sey Ear 0ev.|xxil. 6—8. Comp. ch. ix. 5. See like-|my sons from afar, and my daughter, 
ver. 28. Tam come forth from the Fa-\wise ch. iii. 6. and xxvi. 9. from the ends of the earth. See likewise 
ther, and am come into the world, Again| “From all that has been said, it ap-|Is.xlv. 11, 12. And Jer. xxxi.9. J, Id 
I leave the world, and go to the Father.\pears, that Jesus is a man, appointed,|/ am a father unto Israel, and Ephraim eusiol 
Efytor wags te wargoe. This expressionjanointed, beloved, honoured, and ex-lis my first-born. Ver. 20. Js Ephrain, the su 
is explained | in chap. viii. 42. Whencefalted by God, above all other beings. jay dear son? is hea pleasant child? | which 
we perceive, that thereby is intended} Wore. “ Some now by the Son of God|Hos. xi. 1. When Israel was a chili, Truth 
our Lord’s divine commission. ¥esus|understand an intelligent being, or ema-jthen J loved him, and called my son out Script 
said unto them: If God were your Fa-\nation, begotten by the Father, or pro-jaf Egypt. To which I must add Jer. lation 
ther, ye would love me. For I proceeded|ceeding from him, in an ineffable man-|xxxi. 1. At the same time, saith the Wake 
forth, and came from God. Neither|\ner, from all eternity, and of the same| Lord, will be the God of all the families FE clearl 
came I of myself, but he sent me. Eywlessence or substance with the Father.Jof Israel. And they shall be my people. FY o¢ whi 
zap sx te Sav eFwrBov, nar yxw’ x. A. Others thereby understand a mighty]}Comp. ver. 9. and 33. All which is Bf posed 
“The reproaches and contradictions,|spirit, or angel, begotten or formed by/expressed by St. Paul after this man- power 
which our Lord met with, and the suf-|the will of the F ather, in time, before|/ner. 2 Cor. vi. 18. And I will bea F ployed 
ferings of his death, are often set be-|the creation of the world, and of alfather unto them. And they shall be my FR he ple: 
fore us. But if the Logos, that high|different substance from the Father.}sons and daughters, saith the Lord Al. PRs not 
and exalted spirit, in the Arian sense,]Which Son of God, according to them,|mzghty. See there also ver. 16, 17. Me and in 
was the soul of Christ; this part of|/became incarnate ; that is, united him-| ‘“ Accordingly, in the New Testa- DY cjctent 
his humiliation, in clothing himself|self, either to the-human nature, con-/ment, the Gentiles, who received Jesus DP peo sult 


_ with an human body, would have been|sisting of soul and body, or to an hu-/as the Christ, being brought into God’s B® tioned. 
frequently represented and described,|man body, so as to supply the place of|family, and into the number of his peo- BP Father 


in the clearest and most emphaticallan human soul. ple, are called, the sons of God. John . him) w 
expressions.” ‘“‘ But those senses of this phrase, or}i. 12. Sut ax many as a he tt him, tc GY hink 
Here the Doctor goes into close rea-|title, are not to be found in any of the|them gave he power to become the sons of (® potion. 
soning on the subject; and after con-|books of the New Testament. ‘The|God, even to thein that believe on his 4g Jesus | 
sidering many other passages w hich} Jews had no notion, that their Messiah|name. Comp. 1 John ili? 1. And see & ledge c 
have been thought to have more or less}should be any thing more than mere Rom. viii. 14—17. Gal. iv. 4—7. and : miracu 
bearing on the point in question, (which|man. See W hitby upon Rom. ix. 5.’|Heb. 11. 10. and elsewhere. © that Je 
occupy about sixteen pages,) he adds :| Dr. Fortin’s Discourses concerning the) “ Matt. xxvil.54..Vow when the Cen. F® these fi 
“We must now be able to perceive|Christian Religion, p.17. W hich, in-|furzon, and they that were with him, Remi 
the true character of our blessedjdeed, is well aban nin the passages of|watching Fesus, saw the earthquake, FM Lardne 
Saviour, and the great propriety, withjancient authors, alleged by Whitby injand those thin gs that were done, they $ mark o 
which the Apostles and evangelists|the place referred to. feared greatly, saying: Truly, this was FM sage un 
speak of him. “This will lead us to the true. mean-|the son of God. C omp Mark xv. 39. which » 
“ Johni.45. Philip findeth Nathanael,jing of the titles the Son of God, in the|And says St. Luke, ch. xxiii. 39. Nox . form of 
and -saithunto him: We have found him,|gospels. For there many give our Lord|when the Centurion saw what was donc, Pus in y 
of whom Moses in the Law, and thejthat title, who took him to be a man,jAe glorified Gad, saying : Certainly, this 4 not to k 
Prophets did write, Fesus of Nazareth, especially favoured by God. This title}was a righteons man. : tures in 


the son of Foseph. And see ver. 46—lis given to our Lord, not only by Peter} “ All Good men and women, then, [the subj 
50. And Acts ii. 22. Ye men of Israel,jin his confession, Matt. xvi. 16. and thelare God’s sons and daughters. But [to ~s 
hear these words. ‘fesus of Nazareth,\parallel places, and, John vi. 69, but] Jesus, the Messiah, 1 is the son of God, x image 

aman approved of God among you, byjalso by Fohn the Baptist, John i. 34.lby way of eminence and distinction, P§lf by in 
miracles, and : signs, and wonders, which\iii. 35, 36. by Nathanael, John 1. 49. by and has in all things the pre-eminence. same as 


God did by him in the midst of you, as Martha, x1. 27. and by others, Matt.| « This, as seems to me, is the way of /3in some 


Lo 





ye yourselves also know. See also ver. xiv. 33. Lukeiv.41. Our blessed Lord|thinking, to which we are led, by com- P§But he 
36. ch. iv. 27. For of a truth, against|likewise, often takes it to himself, either| paring m any texts of the Old ‘and New Pgnage si 
thy holy child, [rather son or servant]/directly, or indirectly, John iii. 16, 17,|Testament, “where the title, or denomi- fagance or 

esus, whom thou hast anointed, both|18. v. 25. 1x. 35—37. x. 36. xi. 4. nation, of Son of God, is used. ba cXistenc 


‘Herod, and Pontius Pilate, with the) ‘The case seems to be this:—Inthe} « There is, therefore, no foundation Pgthing li 
Gentiles, and the people of Israel, were|Jewish style, and the language of Scrip-| for the interpretations mentioned at the Py Lut wha 
gathered together, ch. x. 38. how God ture, all good men, and all people, who/beginning of this note. Which, never- § 2 the I 
‘anointed Fesus of Nazareth with thejare in a covenant relation to God, areltheless, have been received by manv, Mathe Mes 
Holy Ghost, and with power. Iholhis sons, and are entitled to many bless-|and wan produced intricate schemes J ™O0st ri 
went about doing good, and healing alljings and privileges: but Jesus, as theland systems, by which the minds of } have see 





that were oppressed of the devil. For|Messiah, is the Son of God, by way of/Christians have been greatly perplex- Whoe 
God was with him. Nor does our Re-jeminence and distinction. ed, and the world itself sometimes (™¢ righ 
deemer disdain this title in his state of} “Exod. iv. 22, 23. And thou shalt\thrown into confusion and disturb- @4Vor or 
exaltation. For when he called to Sau/|say unto Pharaoh: Thus saith the Lord; ‘lance. P will ples 





out of heaven, and Sau! answered, Who|Israel is my son, even my first-born. > be Cotas 
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"inthe Improved Version, page 38 of 
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| ledge of the hearts of men and other 


Bform of God, and this text does not tell 
us in what that farm consisted, it 1s 
snot to be wondered at, that the scrip- 


Christian WWessenger. 


Philadelphia, Saturday, Dec. 18, 1819. 





CONTROVERSIAL. 


I do not object to closing the dis- 
eusion of what R. C. is pleased to term, 
ihe supposed pre-existence of Christ: but 
which I esteem to be an important 
Truth, abundantly established in the 
Scriptures ; and which even the trans- 
lation of Phillip. ii. 6 and 7, by Mr. 
Wakefield, which R. C. has produced, 
clearly implies ; but to evade the force 
of which, the form of God has been sup- 
sosed to consist in * some miraculous 
powers, which Jesus could have em- 
ployed for his own personal benefit, if 
he pleased.” An idea, which, I believe, 
‘s not to be found in the Scriptures ; 
and indeed, which is obviously incon- 
sistent with the very purpose for which 
he suffered for the power, which he men- 
tioned, Matth. xxvi. 53, to pray to the 
Father, (who wrought the miracles by 
him) was surely no miraculous power. 
[think R. C. will not likely repeat his 
notion, that the form of God, in which 
Jesus had been * consisted in his know- 


miraculous powers,” for he well knows 
that Jesus never divested himself of 
these from his birth till his death. 
Remark.—See extracts from Dr. 
Lardner, page 73, col. 1; also, re- 
mark on page 74. col. 3. As the pas- 
sage under consideration is the only one 
which speaks of Christ’s being in the 


tures in all other places are silent on 
the subject. ‘The writer of the epistle 
to the Hebrews, styles him the express 
image of his (God's) person. Heb.1. 3. 
[f by zmage we are to understand the 
same as form, this passage may serve 
insome degree to elucidate the other. 
But here again is a difficulty; this 
image seems to allude to his appear- 
ance on earth, and not to any prior 
existence. We do not pretend to any 
thing like certainty on this subject; 
but what has been stated from the note 


the Messenger, appears tous to be the 
most rational of any thing which we 
have seen.—£d. 

Whoever corrects my error and sets 
me right, confers a very acceptable 
favor on me; for which reason, R. C. 


THE CHRISTIAN MESSENGER. 


in page 64, corrected my error which 
appeared in page 55. R. C. observes, 
p. 61. that the verb av, is alike in both 
passages, John ix. 25. and Philip. ii. 
6, and he should render it bezng. In 
respect to the man born blind, it could 
not be two contemporary states. 
had been blind before, but when he 
spake this, he saw. 
is properly made in the common ver- 
sion, as well as in the improved version, 
I was blind, Inow see. In like manner, 
the richness and poverty of Jesus 
Christ are expressed in the past tense 
R. C. observes that, 
“if the passage in Corinthians contain 
any proof that Jesus was Ricu, before 
he came in the flesh, the one in John 
will prove that the man was Biinp, 
before he came in the flesh!” Vhere sure- 
iy isno room to doubt, that the man was 
Slind before he was born, (which was 
his coming in the flesh,) for he was born 
blind; there surely is no straining any 
point in this case. 

How can a man be richand poor at 
the same time, respecting the same 
If the riches of a miser con- 
sist in the possession of money, he can- 
not be poor in that respect while he 
retains that possession. If his poverty 
consist in denying himself the enjoy- 
ment of good things, which moncy 
would purchase, he cannot be rich in 
the enjoyment of these good things 
while he deprives himself of them. In 
like manner, H the reches of -Jesus 
Christ consist in the possession of 
miraculous powers, how was it pos- 
sible that he could be poor in that re- 
spect, while he retained the same 
There is no evidence in the 
New ‘Testament, that he ever divested 
himself of any power which he ever 
possessed from his birth till his death; 
nor is there any evidence, that he ever 
possessed any discretionary power to 
work any miracles for his own person- 
al advantage, but rather the contrary. 
R. C. is welcome to the whole of the 
note, which he has transcribed from 
the Improved Version, which I think 
directly contrary to the New Testa- 
ment; and I leave him, unenvied, all 
the satisfaction which he can enjoy 
from his charge of fanaticism in pages 
61 and 62. 

kemark.—The above paragraph has 
been added in this piece, since it was 
first written, in answer to R. C. page 61. 


The distinction 


in both versions. 





will please accept my thanks for having 
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alteration after the other remarks 
were written in reply) and therefore, 
might, perhaps, as well come in after- 
wards; nevertheless, it being the re- 
quest of the writer, it has been insert- 
ed here. 

To correct the mistakes of others, 
in things in which we all feel interested, 
is a duty which we owe to our fellow 
beings, and for which, we only desire 
the like favour in return. ; 

We still think, with R. C. that it 
would be rather straining the point, to 
suppose that the man spake in reffer- 
ence to any blindness in which he was, 
before he was bern, however that might 
have been the fact: on this subject, 
therefore, we shall leave T. to enjoy 
his own opinion. . 

T. asks, “ How can aman be rich, 
and poor at the same time, respecting 
the same things? When he has proved 
that the riches, and the poverty of 
Christ respected the same things, it 
will be incumbent on us to answer this 
question, and, perhaps, not before. 

There is a similar passage in Gal. 
iv. 1. Now I say, that the heir, as long 
as he ws a child, differeth nothing from 
a servant, evpieg water a though he be 
(or, Beinc) Lord of all. Here is also 
two contemporary states, that of being 
Lord of all, and also, differing nothing 
from a servant: neverthless, the lord- 
ship and the servitude are not respect- 
ing the same things. Compare also 
Eph. 11. 4. where the words in the ori- 
ginal are exactly the same as in 2 
Cor. vill. 9. but are rendered both in 
the common and Improved Version, who 
is rich; and it must be admitted, that 
the Greek es, will apply to the present 
as well as the past tense. The Latin 
in both places is dives existens, that is, 
being rich. 

What has T. brought against the 
note inserted from the Improved Ver- 
sion? Answer. ‘ Which /thzné con- 
trary to the New Testament!” We 
believe this to be an honest confession, 
and do not in the least doubt its sin- 
cerity ; but then, his saying, * J think’’, 
we cannot accept in lieu of proof. 

If'T’. supposes that it is any satisfac- 
tion to R. C. to charge fanaticism 
upon any one, he is entirely mistaken : 
neither will we allow ourselves to sus- 
pect the want of candour or sincerity 
in T. both as it respects his own 
opinions, and also in regard to the 





(it having been withdrawn to make the 


charges of vanity, folly, and ridicule, 
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which he has seen fit to charge upon 
us; which the reader will see below: 
i. e. in our next number.—E£d. 

I had stated in page 54, of the Chris- 
tian Messenger, that ‘the Apostle did 
not recommend /iterally the example o) 
Christ there expressed, (for that was 
impossible to be followed,) but the same 
principle, the disposition of mind, which 
would lead them not to confine their 
views to their own interest only ;_ but 
that they should consider the circum- 
stances of others, and to deny them- 
selves for the benefit of others, whose 
situation required such a sacrifice.” 
‘The literal example referred to was his 
emptying himself of the form of God, 
which was impossible for any man to 
follow, even having the same mind 
which was also in Christ Jesus. ‘The 
circumstance was so obvious that I did 
not anticipate that any person who read 
the passage with attention, and even 
with the discernment of R. C., which 
is far from being of the lowest order, 
could have found either error or am- 
biguity in what I had stated on that 
subject. ; 

Remark.—R. C. did not understand 
the example here recommended, to con- 
sist in Christ’s emptying himself of the 
form of God; for this, it is admitted, 
the Corinthians could no more follow, 
agreeably to our hypothesis, than ac- 
cording to the hypothesis of T. But 
we understand the example to be sim- 
ply as expressed in these words: Let 
the same mind be in you which was in 
Christ Fesus also: who humbled him- 
self, and became obedient to death, even 
the death of the cross: and, as it were, 
to make the example still more striking, 
he speaks of his emptying himself of 
the form of God, &c. But this does not 
appear to be the main subject of which 
the apostle was speaking: he only 
brings it in obliquely, as a fact about 
which there was no dispute, and as a 
thing well known, by which he meant 
to enforce the example of Christ above 
mentioned. We now must be under- 
stood, and still believe this construc- 
tion correct, as to the example, what- 
ever may be meant by the form of God. 
—Ed. 

(Concluded in our next Number.) 
O 

Love, Charity, Truth and Candour, 
want more real friends. 

Prive should be discarded, and mo- 





A Dialogue between a Universalist and 


suaded that the doctrine you believe, 
is not only erroncous, but extremely 
dangerous to the everlasting welfare 
of immortal souls ; 
prove the means of the endless ruin of 
those who live and die in it. 


opinion, you must feel no small con- 
cern, not only for me, but for thousands 
of others, for the doctrine is spread- 
ing with great speed, and the public 
opinion is fast yielding to its argu- 
ments. 


you say is true, and it has for some 
time given me great concern. 
remember when the name of Univer- 
salism was scarcely known, and when 
heard of was heard with disgust. 
how different is the case now. 
where, through our widely spread 
country, 
and they are daily increasing. 
metropolis, (Boston,) it is evident that 
this dangerous error is making rapid 
advances. 


divines, of what you esteem the true 
doctrine, have such views of the dan- 
gerous nature of Universalism, why 
do you not, in compassion to precious 
souls, make séme effectual effort to 
stop the progress of this dangerous er- 
ror? That there 
among the people of this day, as of any 
former time, ne doubt can be entertain- 
ed. ‘ 
truth; they are anxious after it; they 
are wondering out of measure, that 
when preachers say any thing against 
this doctrine, they scarcely attempt to 
prove it false, but only cry out that it 1s 
a dangerous error, and will lead to 
ruin, 


clergy are so unhappily divided in their 


THE CHRISTIAN MESSENGER. 


FROM THE UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE, 


a Limitarian, or a believer in the end- 
less misery of some of the human race. 
Lim.—My friend, I am fully per- 


and that it will 


Uni.—My dear sir, if this is your 


Lim.—I am apprehensive that what 
I can 

But 
Every 


Universalists ; 
In this 


we hear of 


Uni.—And if you and the learned 


is as much candor 


They are all willing to hear the 


Lim.—Why, to tell the truth, our 


own sentiments, and are so deeply en- 
gaged in their endeavours to gain pro- 
selytes to their respective systems, that 
they find it difficult to act in concert 
against the error of Universalism. But 
a hope is entertained that the divisions 
which now exist will soon be healed, 
when there will be sucha unity of sen- 


with the greatest facility, refute this 
dangerous doctrine. =~ 

Uni.—But is it nota fact that the 
division which has made its appear. 
ance among the clergy of New England, F 
on the great question concerning trini. 
ty, unity, original sin, total depravity, F- 
the infinity of sin, the vicarious suffe;. 
ings of Christ, the resistible, or irre. 


BS ee si i 


" 
BN 













sistible operations of the divine spirit, F NO 
&c. &c. is evidently extending, and as. F 
suming the character of a permaney; | => 
division? Are not the two theological PF) Ext 
institutions at Cambridge and Andovey Fs, 
as much opposed to each other, in al ; 
their designs and movements, as eve u 
the Catholics and Protestants were 
since the commencement of the refo: ““ 
‘ ic ? e 
(To be Continued.) { 5 
O » son, 
To CoRRESPONDENTS. : “4 | 
* * *, on Isaiah lvil. 16. xlv. 23, 24, F7 For 
shall appear in our next. ' | 
ABIUR, and Z, are on file, and will al : 
follow in train. 4 “hild 
Two other communications from T. > im ‘ 
have been received, one in answertof ”” hy 
Z. and the other to R. C., which will F a " 
appear in due time ; and which will prof 
bably close the present controversy orf) "*” 
those subjects. . 
The substance of what was rejected ; Rage | 
by a former editor, under the signa f —— 
ture of Repentance, has been ftorF ho 
warded again for publication ; and see-f "fhe 
ing no good reason why it should bef} r he 
excluded, we are disposed to give ita ' ee 
place as soon as convenient. — 
aim aeteeinensan body. 
Fust published and for sale at this Offic. Ee diction 
(Price 75 cents a dozen, or 10 cents singie,) B 4 of thi 
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VERSUS a h “ Al 
“ SA / % bi 
PRESBYTERIANISM, fF"? 
pa ©? swallo 
A CANDID REVIEW, &c. egg 
SECOND EDITION ‘ and wi 
Preface tothe Second Edition ; “VW 
As the first Edition of this Review, consisting i cied 
of 1000 copies, has been disposed of in a fevRy ve 
weeks, and the work yet remaining in type, y much g 
has been thovght proper to strike off anoth#@it. Fo 
edition, in order to supply our friends at a di#f@ . of tk 
tance. 2 | 
We have only to add, that not a word has bettt™ p se. \ 
heard from the reverend authors of the pamphles#@ 1S suppc 
mentioned on the title page, neither have Wie rit, ney 
heard of the least objection to the work frem at) tempt: 
other source . ptat 
Our friends at a distance are informed that thigg World, a 


work was delivered in public before it went he be 1 








dest difidence introduced. 


timent among our clergy, that they can, 


press, of which public notice was given, with s i are? It 
particular request that objections should be mach vo 
if any should be discovered. i ration: 
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